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came before us in the early part of this article would involve no such 
abuse. The praying and prophesying which were permitted at 
Corinth would involve no such abuse if they were guarded, as the 
apostle guarded them, by the requirement of the head-covering. 

If now we should apply this entire legislation to our own days, it 
would debar woman from the official ministry, but not from a modest 
participation in the social meetings of the church. 

Franklin Johnson. 
The University of Chicago. 



A GREAT WORK IN TEXTUAL CRITICISM. 

In the thousand pages of the book before us 1 is concentrated the 
honorable labor of a lifetime. Students of the New Testament have 
long been acquainted with the Prolegomena to Tischendorf s critical 
edition of the Greek text which (after Tischendorf himself had died 
in 1874) Dr. Gregory, with considerable assistance in the earlier stages 
from his fellow-countryman, Ezra Abbot, published in 1884, 1890, 
and 1894. Written in Latin by an American domiciled in Germany, 
and acknowledging much help from England, they have a cosmo- 
politan character, and by their own merit have won a recognized 
position as the standard book of reference for all that concerns the 
materials of New Testament textual criticism. An ordinary man might 
have been content with this achievement ; but Dr. Gregory is not an 
ordinary man. He has taken the vast mass of his Prolegomena, revised 
it, brought it up to date, added here, omitted there, and finally trans- 
lated the whole into German, and published it as an independent 
work, which now lies complete before us, less than nine years since 
the preface to the earlier work was penned. 

A survey of the contents of the new work will show in what respects 
(apart from language) it differs from its predecessor. In place of 
the life of Tischendorf and catalogue of his writings, which would be 
superfluous here, we have a brief introduction, treating of the func- 
tions of textual criticism (pp. 1-5), and a short summary of paleo- 
graphical data (pp. 6-15). Then follows the catalogue of the uncial 
manuscripts (pp. 16-123), of which it need only be observed that they 
now extend through the Latin and Greek alphabets and to the Hebrew 
letter Vav (1), and that the fragments grouped under the letter T 
reach to T y . Indeed, it is evident that the system of nomenclature 

1 TextkriHk des JVeuen Teslamcntes. Von Caspar Rene Gregory. Two vols. 
Leipzig: Ilinrichs, 1900, 1902. x-l-993 pages. 
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adopted for the uncial MSS. is nearly breaking down, and will very 
speedily do so if separate letters are assigned to each fresh scrap 
which the sands of Egypt reveal to us. Gregory's list includes some 
fragments from the Rainer collection of papyri in Vienna, which have 
never before been printed (T*, T u , T v ), and some Graeco-Coptic leaves 
from Paris, which had better have been left to the records of the 
Coptic versions ; on the other hand it does not include the gold and 
purple copy of Matthew (the kinsman of 2 and N), now at Paris, 
published by Omont in 1900. The rest of the first volume (pp. 
124-478) is occupied by the catalogue of minuscule MSS., which is 
substantially a German translation of the corresponding section of the 
Prolegomena, with the necessary corrections and extensions. The 
numbers of gospels MSS. is carried on from 1287 to 1420; the addi- 
tions, which are mostly from oriental monasteries, have generally been 
very slightly examined, and add little to our knowledge. In dealing 
with the additional MSS. of the other parts of the New Testament a 
new system has been adopted, in order that all parts of a manuscript 
shall in future bear the same number, instead of having one number in 
the catalogue of MSS. of the gospels, and another in that of the Acts and 
catholic epistles, and yet a third in that of the Pauline epistles, and 
a fourth if it also appeared in that of the Apocalypse. Accordingly, 
the numbers do not run continuously after Act. 420, Paul. 487, Apoc. 
185. The totals amount to 450 copies of the Acts and catholic 
epistles, 520 of the Pauline epistles, and 194 of the Apocalypse; 
totals, however, which are to some extent fictitious, as it is known that 
some of the MSS. included in them are really lectionaries, or are not 
copies of the New Testament at all. 

The catalogue of the lectionaries is introduced by a discussion of 
their value, which is one of the new features of the present work. Dr. 
Gregory sets a higher value on them than has usually been allowed, 
arguing that the conservatism of liturgical usage justifies us in expect- 
ing to find relatively early forms of text preserved in them. As an 
instance, he refers to the retention of the Psalter of the Great Bible in 
the English prayer book of the present day; and he might have added 
the retention of Jerome's " Roman " Psalter at St. Peter's. He does 
not claim, however, to have tested this estimate by the actual collation 
of any of these MSS.; that task may be reserved for later labors, or 
left to other scholars. An elaborate description of the normal con- 
tents and arrangement of these books occupies pp. 329-86, and is 
followed by the catalogue of the MSS., which amount to 1072 in the 
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case of Evangelia (such, Dr. Gregory shows, is their true title, not 
Evangeliaria, still less Evangelistarid) and 303 in that of the Apostolos. 
Among the new additions is a leaf from the Rainer collection (Evl. 1043) 
which is assigned to the fourth or fifth century. 

More than half the second volume (pp. 479-746) is occupied by 
the versions. This, though undoubtedly the lists of MSS. which it 
contains are useful, is, I think, the weakest portion of the work, 
whereas in the last edition of Scrivener it is precisely this part that is 
the strongest. Fuller indications of the character of the more impor- 
tant MSS. might be expected ; and even the purely bibliographical infor- 
mation is not as complete as in the other sections of Dr. Gregory's 
work. In the account of the Peshitta Syriac, Gwilliam's article on it 
in the Oxford Studia Biblica, which forecast the general results of his 
edition of the gospels in this version, is merely named, without any 
mention of its contents. The edition itself, of course, appeared too 
late for mention by Gregory, and so perhaps did Mr. Burkitt's full 
exposition of his theory that the Peshitta is to be attributed to 
Rabbula, though it was published before the end of 1901; but a 
partial proof of it had been made public earlier. Similarly, Mr. 
Burkitt's article on the Palestinian Syriac version,* which revolution- 
izes the criticism of it, appeared early in 1901; and even if the first 
sheets of the volume had been printed off by then, discoveries such as 
these might surely have been mentioned in an appendix. In the 
chapter on the Coptic versions Horner's edition of the Bohairic 
gospels (1898), which supersedes all others, is briefly named in small 
print on p. 538; while Forbes Robinson's article in the first volume of 
Hastings's Dictionary of the Bible (1898) is not named at all. The 
account of the Middle Egyptian versions (little as is known of them) 
is inadequate, and does not distinguish between the different dialects 
already identified by Coptic scholars. A much fuller list of the extant 
Sahidic fragments is given by Scrivener. In dealing with the Arme- 
nian version one would have expected to find more extensive use 
made of the interesting reports of Conybeare on the manuscripts at 
Edschmiadzin. No doubt these defects are partly due to the fact 
that the oriental languages lie outside the sphere of Gregory's personal 
work, and they do not, all told, amount to very much ; but the high 
standard reached elsewhere causes one to feel disappointment when 
one looks for a reference in this part of the work and does not find it. 
The treatment of the Latin versions is altogether fuller and better. 

'Journal of Theological Studies. Vol. II, p. 174. 
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The subject of the patristic evidence is one upon which Gregory 
had wished to say something in his Prolegomena, but had been con- 
strained to refrain from want of space. Here he confesses that he 
now feels unequal to the labor of grappling with this immense and 
growing subject, and this part of his work (pp. 747-823) is practically 
nothing but a revised version of the corresponding section in the 
Prolegomena. The fact is that no single writer can at present deal 
with all the problems connected with the patristic citations from the 
New Testament. It is only of late years, since Westcott and Hort 
established the crucial importance of this branch of evidence, that 
much attention has been paid to it, and we are still in the stage of 
collecting materials. A generation or two hence, when all the Fathers 
have been scientifically edited, it may be possible to sum up the 
results ; at present they are partial and provisional. 

A chronological table of witnesses (pp. 824-46), as in the Prole- 
gomena, concludes this part of the work. The remainder of it (848- 
993) is occupied by a history of textual criticism in the past, one 
section dealing with the external form of the New Testament (the 
order of the books, the divisions into chapters and verses, punctuation, 
orthography, and the like), while the other gives a chronicle of textual 
science from the earliest days to the year 1902. Bibliographically 
this is very full, and very useful for purposes of reference, and a fair 
and unprejudiced statement is given of the positions occupied by the 
several critics. In the case of Westcott and Hort a Latin sketch of 
their theory is given, which in a large measure is from the pen of Hort 
himself. What we do not get is any discussion of the whole subject by 
Dr. Gregory himself. True to the principles which have guided him 
through all his life of work upon the subject, he has suppressed his 
own opinions, and has made himself the recorder of the work of other 
men. It is this self-suppression, this objectivity, which, added to the 
accuracy of his workmanship, gave his Prolegomena their universally 
recognized position as the standard book of reference on the subject ; 
and we find these qualities still in the Textkritik, which is, in fact, the 
Prolegomena recast as an independent work. But now that this is 
done, may there not be opportunities for Dr. Gregory to take his part 
as a constructive workman in the field of textual criticism ? 

For what is the position in which we stand today? No one will 
suppose that with the completion of Dr. Gregory's monumental work 
textual criticism has said its last word ; at the same time, the appear- 
ance of such a work affords a natural opportunity for taking stock of 
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the situation. Twenty-two years have passed away since the publica- 
tion of Westcott and Hort's Introduction; the dust and smoke of the 
controversy arising out of it have died down, and we can see where we 
stand. Some of the principles for which they contended may be taken 
as generally admitted ; others are still subject to discussion and modifi- 
cation. The classification of the main types of text, which they took 
over from Bengel, Semler, and Griesbach, and modified and estab- 
lished on a firmer foundation, may now be reckoned among the 
accepted data of criticism. We have the four main families, whether 
we call them, with Westcott and Hort, Syrian, Neutral, Alexandrian, 
and Western, or, as I have elsewhere advocated, the a, ft, y, and 8 
families. Even for the third class, the outlines of which were rather 
shadowy, fuller evidence has been derived from Egyptian sources of 
late years. 

Further, on the main issue of the controversy which followed on 
the publication of Westcott and Hort's theory and the Revised Version 
of the New Testament, I think it may be claimed that a decision has 
been reached. As between the a and /3 types (Syrian and Neutral), 
the general sense of scholars has pronounced emphatically in favor of 
the latter. The old "Textus Receptus," which was defended so 
strenuously by Burgon and his lieutenant, Miller, is now practically 
without a champion among scholars. Its claims are to some extent 
maintained by Mr. Gwilliam, from the standpoint of the Peshitta 
version ; but the position of the Peshitta has been steadily undermined 
by successive discoveries, notably by Mr. Burkitt's recent proof that 
it was not used by Ephraem. On the whole, the position is now con- 
ceded that the type of text which predominates (amid all variety of 
detail) in the great mass of later authorities, and finds its English 
form in the Authorized Version, is of a secondary character, taking 
shape about the period of Chrysostom. Future investigation may 
reveal something more of its history, but will hardly rehabilitate it in 
its former authority. 

But textual research during the last twenty-two years has not 
been content with the establishment of this result. Since the first 
heat of this primary controversy began to cool, its energies have 
been chiefly directed to the investigation of the positive character 
and history of the /J text, and especially to the examination of the 
8 or Western text. This investigation has followed two channels. In 
the first place, there has been the discovery of certain fresh docu- 
ments, notably the Sinaitic Syriac palimpsest, the text of which has 
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augmented the body of available evidence on the subject, while 
older documents, such as the fragments of the Old Latin version, 
have been more minutely and scientifically studied. Secondly, the 
evidence of the early Fathers has been searched and weighed with 
a thoroughness previously unknown. It was one of the main merits 
of Westcott and Hort to show how crucial is the evidence of the 
Fathers for the history of the text ; and their disciples have followed 
up the line of investigation which they pointed out. The process is 
not yet complete. In spite of the labors directed by the Austrian and 
Prussian academies, and of individuals in other countries, not all the 
early Fathers have yet been scientifically edited; and from time to 
time fresh little discoveries are made which increase our knowledge in 
this field. 3 

Nevertheless, some definite results are already discernible. It is 
clear that the type of texts — related, but yet very divergent among 
themselves — which Westcott and Hort called "Western" predomi- 
nated in all parts of the Christian world in the earliest period to which 
our evidence at present carries us, that is, in the second century and 
the beginning of the third. We find it in Syria, Egypt, Africa, Gaul ; in 
Justin, Tatian, Clement of Alexandria, Cyprian, Irenaeus. On the other 
hand, the available evidence tends more and more to connect the 
"Neutral" text with the school of Origen, with Egypt and Palestine; 
and even here it did not by any means hold undisputed sway. Con- 
sequently, it is natural that many scholars are increasingly inclined to 
magnify the claims of the 8 type, and especially of that form of it 
which appears to be the earlier, and is embodied in the Bobbio frag- 
ment known as k and the quotations of Cyprian. When this sub- 
group of early authorities is in agreement with the Syriac subgroup 
headed by the Sinaitic Syriac MS., we unquestionably have a strong 
and broadly based consensus of authorities, the testimony of which is 
deserving of all consideration. 

Still, even when we have got so far, we are far from a definite con- 
clusion in which we can rest. The evidence of the western group is 
so divergent and so incomplete that it would be a very hard task to 
construct a continuous text of this type which could be regarded as 
satisfactory, even by its adherents. On the other hand, the /J text has 

3 For instance, the fragmentary text published in the third volume of Oxy- 
rhynchus Papyri, and brilliantly identified by Dean Armitage Robinson with part 
of Iren^eus, Adv. Haereses, Book III, hitherto known to us only in a Latin version, 
suggests that Irenaeus's gospel citations were even more " Western " in their character 
than was previously realized. 
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very strong intrinsic claims to respect, in regard of age, of character, 
and of internal probability; as is shown by the very pre-eminent 
position assigned to it by Weiss (whose examination was conducted 
on quite different lines from those of Westcott and Hort) in respect to 
its freedom from secondary accretions. Where, then, are we now to 
look for further light upon this problem? The conclusions of West- 
cott and Hort, though not displaced, have been challenged, perhaps 
modified ; but a definite result has not yet been arrived at. 

This must be the task of the future ; and already the methods to 
be employed have been indicated, and work upon them is in progress. 
In brief, what we have to do is to endeavor to trace the history of the 
New Testament ; and in order to do this effectively it is necessary to 
break up the various authorities into groups, and deal with them sep- 
arately. The work of Tischendorf and Tregelles practically represents 
the limit which can be reached by the method of simple comparison 
of authorities, without special regard to their history or classification. 
The historical method was introduced by Westcott and Hort, who first 
systematically applied the evidence of the Fathers to show at what 
dates and in what localities the various types of text came into being. 
But this line of inquiry has to be pushed further. The manuscripts 
and versions need to be examined more minutely, especially in the 
light of the evidence of the Fathers. Small groups have to be isolated, 
located, dated, and their importance estimated. In this way it may 
be possible to trace more accurately than hitherto the history of the 
New Testament text, and thereby to work back nearer to its primitive 
form. 

The method is not new. It has been applied with considerable 
success to the criticism of the Septuagint, notably by Lagarde. It has 
been found possible to identify certain groups of MSS. and versions 
as containing respectively the Origenian, Lucianic, and Hesychian 
recensions of the several groups of books ; and it is hoped that the 
larger Cambridge edition will provide materials for carrying the 
inquiry still farther. In the case of the New Testament, Ferrar set 
the example by his identification of the group of four minuscule MSS. 
which is commonly known by his name. The further researches of 
the abbe" Martin and Rendel Harris have increased the size of the 
group and located it in southern Italy. Another group, consisting of 
Ew. i, 1 1 8, 131, 209, has recently been investigated by Lake. The 
purple uncial MSS. of the gospels (N, 2, S a , and *) form another 
group which must have proceeded from one scriptorium. Yet another 
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group, which needs further examination, centers round the uncial A. 
Bousset, following up the method which has been successfully applied 
to the Septuagint, has sought to find in the /J group (B, & etc.) an 
edition by Hesychius; and this suggestion has been carried farther 
by Schmidtke, who has added another member (Ev. 579) to the group. 
In the Acts and epistles, again, the MSS. with the apparatus of 
Euthalius stand by themselves, and require separate treatment. 

But most of all is searching investigation needed into the history 
and relationships of all the members of the 8 group. The labors of 
Wordsworth, Sanday, Burkitt, Harris, and others have done much in 
this direction already. The kinship of the Bobbio MS. k with the 
text used by Cyprian has been established, and the authority of the 
Old Syriac version has been set upon a firmer basis. Fresh fragments 
of evidence are from time to time being brought to light from the 
quotations of the early Fathers. What we have not arrived at, how- 
ever, is any theory which will account for the very wide divergences 
among the various members of this group, or guide us to the discovery 
of the common form underlying them, if indeed any one archetype of 
the group, short of the autographs of the original authors, ever existed. 
Blass's well-known theory, which seemed plausible at first sight in the 
case of the Acts, is less plausible when applied to the third gospel, 
and fails entirely to account for the phenomena in the other books. 
The solution of the problem is not yet reached ; and it is only by 
patient research and accumulation of facts that a solution will ever be 
reached at all. 

The application of the historical method, it appears, is to be the 
leading principle of the new edition of the New Testament which is 
now in course of appearance, that of von Soden. How far he has 
been able to go by its aid is not yet evident ; for the volume already 
published deals mainly with the enumeration and external character- 
istics of the MSS. It is a curious coincidence that the year which saw 
the conclusion of Gregory's labors in their final form should also 
witness the appearance of a new list of MSS. which aims at superseding 
them. Whether it will do so is doubtful. The new numeration is 
somewhat complicated, and the amalgamation of uncials and minu- 
scules has its drawbacks. Only as relieving us from the difficulty 
(before alluded to) of the nomenclature of the uncials is it to be 
recommended. It is difficult to recognize one's old acquaintances, 
& A, B, etc., under the guise of 82, 84, 81, and so on. This, however, 
is not the place for a review of von Soden ; and it is not so much his 
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new system of numeration that interests us as the results of the fuller 
collations of the minuscule MSS. which he has procured, and of his 
use of them to elucidate the history of the text. Successful or unsuc- 
cessful, it must carry the good work forward by the stimulus it will 
give to investigation and the material it will provide for its prosecution. 

Dr. Gregory has earned the right to stand by and watch the further 
progress of the studies which he has done so much to facilitate ; but 
it is to be hoped that he will prefer rather to bring his knowledge 
and his trained experience actively to the help of his successors. 
Whether he does so or not, students of New Testament textual criti- 
cism owe him a debt which they can neither adequately express nor 
repay. 

F. G. Kenyon. 

British Museum, London. 



IS GOD KNOW ABLE ? 

No theme can be more central than that suggested by this ques- 
tion. Two works 1 dealing with the problem, one in a revised edition 
and the other a new contribution, make clear that our age regards it as 
neither settled nor outworn. 

The revised edition of Professor Bowne's Philosophy of Theism is, 
like his other works, characterized by clearness and force. The argu- 
ments from epistemology and metaphysics are given a much larger 
place in the new edition, and lead to the assumption of a supreme 
Intelligence, a Person, while man must be regarded also as a free 
agency in the process of knowing and in his moral activity. Religion 
is a constituent element of man's nature and underived. 

An interesting point in the discussion is (p. 14) as to whether the 
arguments for theism are religiously worthless because of the priority 
of the religious experience. But the author holds that the speculative 
arguments do have worth even for the religious consciousness, although 
we must not go to the extreme of thinking that the purely metaphysi- 
cal arguments can give the full religious conception of God which is 
the outgrowth of man's intellectual, emotional, aesthetic, ethical, and 
religious nature. It is easy to fall back upon the religious conscious- 
ness as the only source of our knowledge of God, but I believe it an 

■ Agnosticism. By Robert Flint. New York: Scribner, 1903. xviii+664 
pages. 

Theism, comprising the Deems Lectures for 1902. By Borden P. Bowne. New 
York: American Book Co. xii+ 323 pages. 



